APPENDIX
5.  In rejoinder, I pointed out that whatever conception Newton may have had of these " axioms/' he explicitly and distinctly excluded them from the class of " hypotheses."    Hence I inferred that he did not regard the whole of the Prindpia as the proof, which the Eeviewer says it is ;^ since an assumption made at the outset, to be afterwards justified by the results of assuming it, is an " hypothesis "...............
6.  Authority aside, I examined on its merits the assertion that  the  Laws  of Motion are, or can be, proved true by the ascertained truth of astronomical predictions; and showed that the   process of verification itself assumed those Laws......
7.  To make still clearer the fact that ultimate physical truths are, and must be, accepted as a priori, I pointed out that in every experiment the physicist tacitly assumes a relation between c$nse and effect, such that, if one unit of cause produces its unit of effect, two units of the cause will produce two units of the  effect;   and I argued that this general  assumption included the special assumption asserted in the Second Law of Motion..................
could not have regarded them as h priori.
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No reply.
No reply: that is to say, no endeavour to show the untruth of this statement^ but a